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Biochemia Medica is an Open Access Journal dedi-
cated to promote science and its values. Through-
out the years, we have introduced many changes 
and novelties to improve the quality of our edito-
rial practices and policies: establishing the posi-
tion of Research integrity editor and introducing 
the Research integrity corner, to name only a few 
(1,2). Since its launch, Research integrity corner has 
been the section in our Journal where we tried to 
raise awareness about some most challenging re-
search and publication integrity issues, such as au-
thorship, plagiarism, peer-review, how Croatian 
open access journals support ethical research and 
many other (3-6). We had the privilege to work 
with some of the most eminent experts in the field 
who have been so kind to make their contribution 
to our Journal by publishing many educational ar-
ticles of exceptional quality. 
In this issue, the Research integrity corner again 
has the honour to host some world renowned 
scholars who have kindly accepted our invitation 
to collaborate on this Special issue on predatory 
journals guest edited by Farrokh Habibzadeh, Past 
President of the World Association of Medical Edi-
tors (WAME). The aim of this Special issue is to pro-
vide the insight into the origin of predatory jour-
nals and examine predatory and pseudo-journals 
from different aspects. 
Research integrity corner: Special issue on predatory journals
Editorial
Predatory journals are a by-product of Open Ac-
cess movement began in 1990s. First in this series 
of articles is the Opinion paper contributed by Jef-
frey Beall, the person who coined the term “preda-
tory journal” (7). He is well known for his conten-
tious blog listing predatory journals and publish-
ers from 2012 to 2017. In his Opinion piece, he de-
scribes his points of views on the origin of preda-
tory journals and their threats to science integrity. 
In another article of this series, Dr. Ferris, the im-
mediate Past President of the WAME and the Chair 
of WAME Ethics and Policy Committee, and Dr. 
Winker, a Past President of WAME, describe the 
ethical aspects of predatory journals and publish-
ers and how these journals with intention to de-
ceive authors try to earn money (8). The main 
problems discussed are lack of good editorial 
practice, low editorial and publishing standards, 
academic deception, and waste of research and 
funds. The authors try to demonstrate their points 
more clearly in several scenarios. Small scientific 
communities are not spared from the harms of 
predatory journals. Another Past President of 
WAME, Ana Marušić, and her colleague describe 
this important issue in another article (9). What 
they report, though are based on Croatian jour-
nals, can be applicable to many small journals and 
scientific communities (10).
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Presence of predatory journals has helped many 
pseudo-researchers to be promoted in countries 
where academic promotion is still based on “pub-
lish or perish” mantra, but no critical evaluation of 
published articles is done. Having published many 
articles in predatory journals at acceptable article 
processing charges, these “predatory authors” 
misuse the incomplete legislations for academic 
promotion and being promoted, will earn more 
than what they had spent (11). It is therefore, im-
portant to examine the current promotional rules 
and audit the methods of evaluation of articles 
submitted for promotion to prevent such exploita-
tion (12). Many countries, in fact, have abandoned 
this type of publication-based academic promo-
tion.
No one knows the exact number of predatory 
journals, but there are an estimated of around 
8000 predatory journals published round the 
globe (13). These journals though do not have any 
scientific infrastructure as we expect to see in le-
gitimate journals — no real peer review system 
and no true editorial board, among other things 
— welcome submissions of quality manuscripts 
from deceived ignorant authors. Publication of 
such quality articles would help these journals to 
pretend they are legitimate, and who knows in this 
way, some of these predatory journals might even 
be transformed into a legitimate journal. 
The life of a legitimate journal depends on various 
parameters including the number of quality sub-
missions and enough income to continue the ev-
er-increasing expenses of operating a journal. The 
number of journals published in the world has had 
an increasing trend since several years ago, partic-
ularly after ready availability of almost free Web-
based desktop publishing software programs (14). 
Considering the competition on receiving the lim-
ited available quality submissions, to stay alive, 
these journals have to do their best. Sometimes, 
despite all the efforts they make, for several rea-
sons, the most important of which is probably fi-
nancial problems with budget cutting in many 
countries for economic crisis, they cannot contin-
ue operating. There remain two options: to an-
nounce bankruptcy and finish the work, or to be-
come a predatory journal and publish all manu-
scripts submitted for article publishing charges, 
regardless of their quality. Therefore, a legitimate 
journal may turn into a predatory journal. Do not 
rely on the history of a journal; verify its legitimacy 
for yourself. 
We are living in a world where we can no longer 
trust a scientific journal. Once, we had problem 
finding relevant information. Now, we have prob-
lem finding relevant authentic information in a sea 
of information contaminated with fake data. Now-
adays, many people rely on information they re-
trieve from the Internet, including articles pub-
lished in open-access journals. Many of these 
open-access journals may however, be predatory 
or pseudo-journals and thus, may contain unrelia-
ble misleading information. 
Distinguishing a predatory journal from a legiti-
mate journal is not always easy. Recently, WAME 
released a statement on identifying predatory or 
pseudo-journals (15). In this issue of the Journal, 
you have the opportunity to read this important 
statement presenting the stance of WAME against 
predatory and pseudo-journals, their main charac-
teristics, and their differences from legitimate jour-
nals. We thank WAME for their kind permission to 
republish this statement. 
In the current Research integrity corner, we tried 
to cover the most salient issues of predatory jour-
nals. But, it is impossible to cover all aspects in just 
few pages. Many questions still remain. Further-
more, you may have different points of views fair 
enough to be shared with our readers and dis-
cussed. Your comments and reflections are highly 
welcome. We wish to thank the authors for accept-
ing our invitation to publish their contributions in 
this Special issue. Their knowledge and expertise 
is much appreciated.
Last, but not the least, we indeed hope that you 
will enjoy reading these articles and very much 
look forward to receiving your future contribu-
tions related to this or any other ethical issue in bi-
omedical research.
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